
Before t h e  Board of Zoning Adjustment, D.C. 

PUBLIC HEARING -- June 1 4 ,  1967 

Appeal No. 9234 Grace Calragno, a p p e l l a n t .  

The Zoning Adminis t ra tor  of t h e  D i s t r i c t  of  Columbia, a p p e l l e e .  

On motion duly  made, seconded and unanimously c a r r i e d ,  
t h e  fol lowing Order was au tho r i zed  a t  t h e  meeting of t h e  Board 
on June 20 ,  1967. 

EFFECTIVE DATE OF ORDER -- J u l y  25, 1967 

ORDERED : 

That t h e  appeal  t o  ex tend  t h e  nonconforming use  (dog 
haberdashery,  r e t a i l  p e t  s u p p l i e s ,  sales of dogs,  ba th ing ,  
trimming and s e r v i c i n g  of dogs) t o  second f l o o r  and base- 
ment and f o r  va r i ance  from t h e  use  p rov i s ions  of t h e  R-5-D 
D i s t r i c t  t o  permi t  the use of t h e  r e a r  yard  f o r  same a t  
2149 P S t r e e t ,  NW., l o t  805, square  67, be denied.  

A s  a r e s u l t  of t h e  i n s p e c t i o n  of t h e  p rope r ty  by t h e  
Board and from t h e  r eco rd  and evidence adduced a t  t h e  p u b l i c  
hea r ing ,  t h e  Board f i n d s  t h e  fo l lowing  f a c t s :  

(1) Lot 805 i s  occupied by a t h r e e  (3)&ory b u i l d i n g  
w i t h  a s m a l l  r e a r  yard.  

(2)  The premises a r e  leased by M r .  Calvin B. Hartman, Jr. 
who o p e r a t e s  Poodles and P a l s  on t h e  f i r s t  f l o o r  and uses  t h e  
second and t h i r d  f l o o r s  f o r  r e s i d e n t i a l  purposes.  M r .  Hartman 
has  been conduct ing h i s  bus ines s  on t h e  premises f o r  n e a r l y  
e i g h t  (8) y e a r s .  

(3) M r .  Hartman proposes t o  ex tend  t h e  bus ines s  t o  t h e  
second f l o o r  and r e t a i n  t h e  t h i r d  f l o o r  a s  h i s  res idence .  

( 4 )  M r .  Hartman proposes t o  u t i l i z e  t h e  rear yard a s  a 
dog run or e x e r c i s e  a rea .  Mr. Hartman expla ined  t h a t  he  
has  o t h e r  f a c i l i t i e s  i n c l u d i n g  a boarding kennel i n  C h a n t i l l y ,  
V i r g i n i a  and t h a t  according t o  h i s  unders tanding of t h e  term, 
nO dogs are boarded on t h e  s u b j e c t  premises.  



(5) There w a s  cons ide rab le  oppos i t i on  a t  t h e  p u b l i c  
hea r ing  and on f i l e  i nc lud ing  a le t ter  from John B. Gunion, 
a t t o r n e y  f o r  one of the opponents,  c a l l i n g  t h e  Board's  
a t t e n t i o n  t o  P o l i c e  Regula t ions  of  t h e  Distr ic t  o f  Columbia, 
A r t i c l e  X V I I ,  Sec t ion  1, concerning bark ing  and howling 
d i s t r u b a n c e s  o f  dogs. 

OPINION : 

I n  t h e  op in ion  of t h e  Board t h e  dog haberdashery i s  n o t  
a .neighborhood bus ines s  and t h e  expansion of t h e  nonconforming 
use  would be o b j e c t i o n a b l e  and have an adverse  a f f e c t  on t h e  
r e s i d e n t i a l  neighborhood. 

There i s  no record t o  suppor t  a va r i ance  and i n  t h e  op in ion  
of the Board reasonable  u se  o f  t h e  p r o p e r t y  can be made wi thout  
a va r i ance  i n  t h e  R-5-D District p r o v i s i o n s  of  t h e  Zoning Regu- 
l a t i o n s .  

I t  i s  f u r t h e r  t h e  op in ion  of the Board t h a t  t h e  keeping 
of dogs on t h e  premises over  n i g h t  c o n s t i t u t e  dog boarding.  

' The e x i s t i n g  occupancy permi t  f o r  t h e  premises does n o t  pro- 
v i d e  f o r  boarding of  dogs,  and t h e r e f o r e ,  t h e  keeping of  dogs 
on the  premises  ove r  n i g h t  i s  i n  v i o l a t i o n  of  t h e  e x i s t i n g  
occupancy permit. 


